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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The present study contributes to the scientific community by providing insights into the role of foliar application of nutrient salts as osmoprotective agents in mitigating terminal heat stress in wheat. The findings highlight how targeted foliar nutrient management at critical growth stages can significantly enhance yield attributes and overall productivity under stress-prone conditions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Osmoprotective Action of Nutrient Salt Sprays in Mitigating Terminal Heat Stress and Improving Wheat Yield in the Gangetic Plains” is generally appropriate because it clearly reflects the objective, treatments, and outcome of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally well structured and provides a clear overview of the objective, experimental design, treatments, and key findings of the study. It effectively highlights the role of foliar nutrient salt applications in improving wheat yield under terminal heat stress conditions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and presents a well-designed field experiment to evaluate the effect of foliar nutrient salt applications on wheat yield under terminal heat stress conditions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and adequate for supporting the study. The manuscript includes both classical references (e.g., Gomez and Gomez, 1984 for statistical analysis) and several recent studies related to foliar fertilization, micronutrient management, and stress mitigation in crops. These references provide a reasonable background for understanding the role of foliar nutrient application in improving wheat productivity.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the main scientific ideas; however, the overall English quality requires improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Several sentences are lengthy, grammatically inconsistent, or unclear, which may affect readability and the precise interpretation of the results.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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